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M The honour of the Catholic religion — the danger 
which it incuri from 'La Salette' — have determined 
the most intelligent and conscientious amongst the 
clergy of the diocese on breaking silence, under the pro- 
tection of the' ' disciplinary canons,' and on submit- 
ting the affair of ' La Salette' to the Pope, in a memo- 
rial which is a model of propriety and moderation, and 
■which points out the unfortunate means by which it was 
endeavoured to exalt an event, exclusively human, to the 
dignity of a miracle. 

" One of the clergy has (in a work character- 
ized by great powers of reasoning, close logical 
conclusions, and deep veneration for the firs!; principles 
of Catholicism, as well as by a religious spirit which 
drew forth the sympathy and approval of the prelates 
to whom it was submitted) shown the power of autho- 
rity, in opposition to that of rationalism, and proves in 
the most decisive manner by facts, quotations, and the 
discussions which it has given rise to : 

" 1. That the recital of the lady to the two shep- 
herds (the groundwork of the miracle) has been falsified 
in its essential points, and with the most aggravating 
circumstances. 

*• 2. That none of the rules prescribed by the Coun- 
cil of Trent (Sess. 25) have been attended to. 
" 3. That the miracles cited are apocryphal. 
"4. Thatthe ' doctrinal mandement' of the 19th Sep- 
tember, 1851, is based entirely upon error. 

"5. That in order to force the acceptance of this 
' mandement' on the diocese, persecution and bribery 
were by turns resorted to. 

" 6. That Rome has not acknowledged the appari- 
tion 

"7. That the conduct and recent predictions of the 
two shepherds — predictions which were impious, here- 
tical, anarchical, enslaving, and which were too well 
inunm at Grenoble and in the diocese — far from hav- 
ing produced faith in La Salette, cause it to be repu- 
diated. 

*' 8. That the apparition is reduced to the prome- 
nade, on the mountain of ' La Salette,' of a fanatical 
nun, who has been pointed out by name, and defied to 
prove an alibi. 

" 9- That henceforward ' La Salette* involves a capital 
heresy, and introduces rationalism into the Church by 
the sanction of authority. 

*' These solemn assertions will cease to surprise 
When the third chapter of the work has been read, and 
when one is forced to veil the face on seeing it 
proved that in 1842, 1843, 1844, and 1845, in the very 
ttune diocese, divers miracles had been attempted, and 
that amongst others the adoration had been commanded, 
And a church had been erected in honour of some blood, 
whose acceptance as the precious blood of our Lord 
Jesus Christ had been insisted on. The priest should 
live by truth ; his lips are the depositories of learning ; 
and if he he so fortunate as to awaken faith, and to 
extend it, he should not compromise its purity by the 
inconsiderate adoption of a false miracle. 

" A false miracle throws doubt and contempt on 
true miracles ; and in our days, with the spirit of ra- 
tionalism that exists, it does more — it creates doubts 
and contempt as to the doctrines as well as the acts of 
the Church ; and it is with the sole end of averting this 
danger, and enlightening ecclesiastics at a distance, 
that the clergy after God's own heart have had 
the courage to unite in a volume, of nearly 400 large 
pages 8vo., this memorial to the Pope, and a com- 
mentary, which is as rich iu quotations and in facts, 
as conclusive in its proofs. It is addressed to their 
ecclesiastical brethren in France and in foreign coun- 
tries. This work is a production exclusively ecclesias- 
tic. It will he the Vade Mecum of the priest who desires 
truth as God would have it — who seeks for light to 
4irect safely the belief of the flock intrusted to his 
care, that he may not lead them thoughtlessly into a 
path merely human, which, ere long, his conscience 
might make it a duty to attack, so that he might not 
be the means of supplying a new and too dangerous 
weapon to the enemies of religion. This work is to be 
had, by ecclesiastics only, at the Libruire Nouvelle, rue 
Bayard 13, a Grenoble, (TseVe) price 4f., and 5f. 20c. 
by post. This may be sent either by twenty six postage 
•tamps, post paid, or by Post-office order. 

" An order for 12 copies, at lost, will be forwarded 
by diligence, and the price will then be reduced to 
4f. 50c. 

" To be had at the same library, ' La Salette fnlla- 
vaux (fallax vallis), ou la Vallee de Mensonge.' Par M. 
Donnadieu. 2 vols., in 16mo. Price 2f. 50c. ; and by 
poet, 3f. 50c. All letters to be paid. 

" Lenoir, P.P. 

'• It is requested that this prospectus may be com- 
municated." 

The extensive circulation of the above work 
throughout France, has given a severe blow to 
the credit of what we must consider the greatest 
imposture of the 19th century. The Bishop of 
Grenoble, however, is too deeply implicated in 
the matter to give up without a struggle ; and 



we are, therefore, not surprised to find in the 
Univers, of the 7th inst., a long mandement of 
the said bishop, bearing date 30th September, 
1854, not only condemning the book entitled, 
"La Salette devant k Pape," Grenoble, im- 
primerie Red on, 1854, without one syllable of 
disproof of its contents, but prohibiting the 
faithful of his diocese from reading the book, 
keeping, or circulating it, under pain of excom- 
munication, or, if ecclesiastics, of suspension 
ipso facto ; and further prohibiting, under like 
penalties, every one from reading, keeping, or 
circulating even the prospectus of the work, as 
also the two volumes entitled " La Salette 
Fallavaux," par Donnadieu, mentioned in the 
same prospectus ! 

Thus, at present, stands this important con- 
troversy, begun it will be recollected by the in- 
dignant remonstrance of a Cardinal Archbishop, 
denouncing those " whose object was to procure 
dishonest gains by trafficking in objects of super- 
stition," and ending, for the present, by a decree 
of excommunication against all who have the 
courage to read the masterly expose by M. 
Lenoir and his colleagues, of this daring and 
gigantic fraud upon the credulity of the 19th 
century, which, judging from Salette and the 
Immaculate Conception agitation, appears to re- 
quire strong stimulants to keep its faith in an 
active state. 

How the thing will end it is hard to say. It 
is publicly asserted at Grenoble that the police 
have been, for some time, on the track of the 
fanatic who played the part of the Virgin on the 
occasion; but we confess we much doubt whether 
anything serious will be brought before the pub- 
lic by that machinery. It is far more probable 
that all the weight of the government action 
will be thrown into the scale of the imposture. 
Louis Napoleon is, we fear, too deeply impli- 
cated with the parti-pretre to run the risk of 
covering them with shame and confusion by in- 
convenient disclosures; and it is much more 
likely that the wretched creature will be quietly 
removed to some place where there will be an 
end of her testimony ; and so " our Lady of 
Salette" will be as firmly maintained on her 
pedestal as any other saint in the Roman ca- 
lendar. 

We shall probably return to this subject 
shortly, and examine it a little more particularly, 
merely adding, for the present, that we under- 
stand that the Abbe Rousselot, who has written 
three works on the subject, has made a good 
round sum by propagating the grounds of his 
belief, while M. Lenoir and his colleagues are 
prohibited from circulating the grounds of their 
belief, under the penalties of suspension and 
excommunication.* 
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* M. Rousselot, we are informed, drives also a thriving 
trade by getting to the pilgrims the miraculous water from 
the fountain near which the virgin appeared (said to be a 
sovereign cure for sore eyes), though he has lieen sadly 
grieved, they 6ay, of late, by a reverend brother, the Vicar of 
Corps (a village 4 or 6 miles distant from Salette, upon the 
road throuuh which the pilgrims pass to the scene of the mira- 
cle), who has laid in a large store of the water in bottle, to 
gratify the impatience of the pilgrims to possess the magic 
liquid, who buy largely of him without going to the fountain 
head, to say nothing of the winter season, when Salette is 
not accessible owing to the snow, when the Vicar has all the 
trade to himself, of course, to the great loss and dissatis- 
faction of M. Konsselot, the original vendor. This is really 
hard on poor M. Rousselot, who has worked very bard for his 
privilege, not only by writing up the wh.de thing himself, but 
actually going in person to Rome, and bringing back with him 
the special iudulgenoe, which authorized tbe pilgrimage; and 
but for which not one bottle of the water would ever have been 
sold at all ! We do not exactly kuow whether M. Rousselot 
has any interest in the profits of the substantial inn which has 
been established on the spot for the comfort of the pilgrims ; 
but we are informed, by a correspondent from Grenoble, that it 
is perfectly clear that it is the landlord of this inn who, in his 
double character of landlord and exporter of holy water, has 
profited most largely by the transaction. Of the magnitude of 
his gains, we may judge from a letter, published in the Tablet 
of 2dth September, 1854, in which the writer states, that a vast 
number of pilgrims were then there from every part of France, 
as well as from Italy and Spain. The namber of people as- 
sembled was not less than tix thousand! 



RECENT CONTROVERSY AT BOULOGNE. 
A pamphlet having been recently published at Bou- 
logne, entitled " A Resume of a Controversy between 
a Protestant l>octor of Divinity and two Catholic Lay- 
men," printed by Berger, Brothers, 51, Grand Roe, 
Boulogne, which we are informed contains a very unfair 
and garbled statement of the arguments of the reverend 
gentleman, who maintained the Protestant side, and 
was published without his concurrence or any previous 
communication with him, we consider it a duty to 
open our pages to a correct version of what passed oa 
the occasion, authenticated by a letter from that gen- 
tleman, signed by himself; merely adding that, in the 
spirit of candour and fair play, which we are always 
anxious to maintain, we shall be happy to publish any 
reply or further argument which may be furnished to 
us by the Roman Catholic gentlemen in question, pro- 
vided they comply with the general rules on which out 
periodical is conducted. We rejoice to find, from the 
closing passage in the "Resume," that our offer is likely 
to be accepted, as it states that " the following distiaet 
offer [printed in capital letters] was made on the 
[Roman] Catholic side — viz.. To give op two hours 

A DAY FOR A WHOLE TEAR, IT NECESSARY, TO THE 
DISCUSSION OP ANY POINTS PROPOSED BY THE DOCTO* 
OR ANY OF HIS COLLEAGUES, IN WHATEVER NUMBER 
OR OF WHATEVER DIGNITY. - ' 

We regret that it is out of our power, from the 
crowded state of our pages, to insert the whole in our 
present number. 

TO THE EDITOR OF TEE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 

Sir — Allow me to request your insertion of the follow- 
ing account of a discussion which took place recently 
at Boulogne, between two Roman Catholic gentlemen 
and myself; the substantial accuracy of which I can 
vouch for. The circumstances under which the dis- 
cussion took place were briefly as follows : — 

A young lady, who had become a Roman Catholic, 
had expressed her intention of entering a nunnery. 
Before taking this step she consented, at the wish of 
an anxious friend, to hear what might be urged against 
her adopted faith, provided the Protestant advocate 
would be prepared to meet those who were ready, oa 
her part, to defend it. An earnest request having been 
made to me that I would undertake the matter, I agreed 
to do so, and went to Boulogne for the purpose. Before 
the discussion began I was distinctly informed that the 
young lady had not the slightest doubt upon any article 
of the Roman Catholic religion, and that the discussion 
was merely to satisfy her friends, and to be private. 
A report of the arguments used, entitled "Resume of 
a Controversy between a Protestant Doctor of Divinity 
and two Roman Catholic Gentlemen," has since been 
printed at Boulogne by these gentlemen without any com- 
munication having been previously made to me, for 
authentication of its truth or accuracy ; and I regret to 
add that the following statement, which is as nearly as pos- 
sible what passed, is, in almost every essential particular, 
different from that given in the " Resume." Whether 
those gentlemen were justified in printing, without my 
concurrence having been even asked, any report of our 
discussion, I leave them to consider ; but as they have 
done so behind my back, and without even the authen- 
tication of their own names, I consider myself bound 
to publish a true account, authenticated by my sig- 
nature. 

I have the honour to be, sir, yours very truly, 

Edward B. Moeban, D.D. 

Kingstown, Oct. 1, 1854. 

Dr. Moeran — My time here is limited. Hence, and as 
infallibility is not only the great boast of your Church, but 
also the doctrine, which, if admitted, brings with it the ad- 
mission of all tenets having its sanction, I propose it as the 
subject for discussion, and as no proof of it can go beyond 
the Scriptures, I am ready to commence with your main 
passage — "Thou art Peter," &e. 

Mr. Gretton — There are other passages ; and infallibility 
can be proved in three ways : by reason, tradition, and 
Scripture. 

Dr. M. — What is the argument from reason ? 

Mr. G. — If a revelation has been given to a Church, 
there must be some infallible method of ascertaining its 
meaning and teaching it. If, in fact, a Church be pos- 
sessed of a revelation, it must, in order to be a Church 
at all, and discharge the functions of a Church, be also pos- 
sessed of infallibility. 

Dr. M. — Was the Jewish Church a true Church? 

Mr. G.— Yes. 

Dr. M.— Was it infallible? 

Mr. G. — Not in the same sense as the Catholic Church. 
The infallibility of the latter was more complete and ex- 
tended. 

Dr. M. — I do not understand your answer. What do 
you mean by " same sense." Infallibility cannot consist of 
degrees. 

Mr. Langdon — The Jewish Church has nothing to do 
with the matter ; there is uo resemblance whatever be- 
tween it and the Catholic. 

Dr. M However different tbey may have been in other 
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respeefic, tha»- are quite similar at the emly circumstance 
enseatlai to my argument— aaaaaty, each was a Chaxeh. 
Mr. Gretton's argument from reason is this — a Church 
possessed of a revelation cannot properly be a Church at 
all, unless it have infallibility. Bfy reply is — the Jewish 
Clnrck text* possessed of a revetatien, and was not infal- 
lible. Ted it was not only a Church bat the only existing 
Church. It was the true Church of God, though its 
priests spoke falsely, and its ralers rejected the Lord Jesus, 
and crucified Him. If Mr. Gretton's argument from rea- 
son be good, its necessary consequence is to unchurch that 
Caarch so loved, and acknowledged of Cod. Now, as 
snch a result cannot be admitted, being contrary to fact, 
the argument which necessitates it, must be false. 

Wo further answer was then given. On the next morn- 
ing, Mr. Oretton referred to the subject, and said, he was 
now prepared to maintain that the Jewish Church was in- 
fallible, though not in the same perfect way as the Ca- 
tholic God had given to it a revelation. He also gent 
prophets — infallible teachers — in quick succession ; thus He 
preserved Divine truth in the Jewish Church. 

Dr. M.. — The answer now attempted is a clear sophism. 
For the question between us is not whether the an- 
nanucers of Divine truth be infallible, but whether, after a 
revelation has once been fully given, it is essential to the 
existence of the Church possessing it, that this Church 
either itself be, or have, some visible infallible interpreter. 
You are confounding two things totally distinct — the in- 
spiration of the prophets as announcers of a Divine truth, 
■with the (presumed) necessity of infallibility of a Church 
as interpreting it. 

No further reply was attempted. Thus the argument 
for infallibility from reason ceased. 

I now proceed with the arguments from Scripture, 
which are wholly omitted in the " Resume." 

The passage, "Thou art Peter," Ac., first came under 
consideration. 

Dr. M. — I desire to know, distinctly, what is the infe- 
rence you propose to make from this text ? Does it, to 
your view, establish the infallibility of Peter, and of his 
(presumed) successors, or their jurisdiction over the whole 
Church, or their infallibility and jurisdiction ? 

Mr. G.— Both. 

Dr. M. — My reason for asking is this — there is, among 
the members of the Roman Catholic Church, notorious 
discordance in their views of infallibility. Some will have 
the Pope to be personally infallible ; others, a general 
council ; and a third party contend that the union of both 
is necessary. The fact of so great indeterminateness of 
opinion, where it is all-important that unanimity, if ex- 
isting, should appear, proves, I conceive, very decisively, 
a clear insufficiency of the passages of Scripture to esta- 
blish this doctrine at all. To save time, then, let me 
know, at the outset, what meaning you attach to the pas- 
sage, and keep to that meaning. If the words, " Thon 
art Peter," &c., contain only a promise of jurisdiction, 
then you cannot use it at all, when called on to prove in- 
fallibility. If they also contain the promise of infallibi- 
lity, then you must be consistent, and limit this preroga- 
tive, as the passage refers to an individual, or (to allow, 
for a moment, your requirement) to individuals — i.e., to 
the Roman Pontiffs, unless you can show a reason why it 
should be extended to a body— i.e., the Church. Now, 
then, is not any prerogative, herein contained, personal? 

Mr. G. — I am an ultramontane in the most extended 
sense. I hold this passage to convey infallibility to St. 
Peter, and to his successors, the Popes. 

Dr. M. — You hold, then, that the Popes are personally 
infallible, by virtue of their office, as successors of St. Peter ? 

Mr. G.— I do. 

Mr. L. — Oh ! Mr. Gretton does not mean to say that. 
What he means is— 

Dr. M. — But Mr. Gretton did, very explicitly, say so. 
It is an opinion common to the school to which he be- 
longs, though vehemently opposed by a great portion of his 
Church. I shall, however, ask the question again. 

The same question was then asked, and answered in the 
same way. 

Dr. M. — Now, Mr. L., is this your opinion, or is it the 
doctrine of your Church ? I add the latter question, as I 
shall be much surprised if you produce any judgment 
whatever of your Church on a matter of such moment. 

Mr. L. — Mr. Gretton and I are quite agreed. We both 
believe the Pontiff cannot err. Every Catholic child is 
taught to say, daily, a prayer for the Pope. Now, if " the 
effectual fervent prayer of a righteous man availeth 
much," my instinct (!) tells me that God, in answer to so 
much prayer, will pour down upon the Holy Father such 
an amount of grace as to keep him from all error in doc- 
trine, and render him, in fact, infallible. 

Dr. M. — You are but trying to hide — and I must 
strongly press upon our hearers this attempt to do so* — 

• Rather than give any description, or express any opinion on this 
attempt, I shall nse an extract from a letter addressed to Mr. Langdon 
by one who witnessed it. The letter itself is an indignant protest 
against the unfaithfulness of the " Resume":— 

•* In this 'troe statement of the whole controversy' (words used by 
Mr. Oretton when describing the "Resume, ' which he and Mr. 
Langdon drew up, in a correspondence with the gentleman whose 
letter I now quote). I have looked in vain for Mr. Gretton's admission 
that, being of the ultramontane school, he believed in the personal 
infallibility of the Pope, while yon distinctly, for yourself, repudiated 
(he notion. A curious example, as it struck: me at the time, of that 
agreement of 'all Catholics' to Catholic doctrine, of which you so 
often boasted. You have glossed over this point at page 7 ; you felt 



the manifest difference of onMim wfiieft exists between 
you. Mr. CL, an-nHramontane* holds tat personal infalli- 
bility of the Pondo* dednsmgit from tike passage, "Thou 
art Peter," &c ; white you, Mr. Langdmi— -holding, in. 
common with the great body of your Chnreh, not she in- 
fallibility of ait individual but or the Church itself — dare 
not accept the interpretation which your friend gives to 
this passage, since that explanation wfli exclude you from 
applying it at all to the Church. Now, you cannot afford to 
do this ; your case will not standi without trying to jumble 
together what is clearly personal with what applies to the 
Church of Christ at largo. It wall not, however, do to 
let your hearers perceive the great difference among those 
who make their boast of unity. That, at all hazards, 
must be avoided. Accordingly, when pressed, you say 
you do believe, with Mr. Gretton, in the infallibility of 



PrOeluec IfUB, jsOoHSfCf eaSrvfesBS; Of drliiiy Ant wtuett TOY 
affcet t» condemn- In Prwtestasls— reaving- dortrinesear 
the conviction at your own judgment p roper l y exercised— 
con-rioted of a contradiction, and furnishing an arguraersty, 
because being an instance, against the need of mfallibim"J' 
as a ground of belief. 

Mr. G.— I say again' that infallibility has been slwaaaj 
claimed and allowed ; it is tae foundation on winch all to* 
acts of the Church proceed ; no general council has evwr 
sat without assuming it as a claim allowed. Yost may a* 
well ask me to prove a man has a bead, or that he baa 
reason. A man, acting as a man, proves himself posv 
sessed of reason. So with general councils ; they always* 
act on the claim to infallibility, and thus prove it. 

Dr. M. — No one doubts that a man has a head, and 
that it is situate between his shoulders ; but as to infalli- 



the Pontiff; but the reason you give is, your instinct | bility, Roman Catholics themselves doubt about its loca- 



tells you that God, in answer to prayer, will, in point 
of fact, render him infallible. I will add here, that 
the difficulty which this passage, "Thou art Peter," 
&c., occasions to the Roman Catholic Church is no 
light one. It is impossible, without it, to give any 
colour whatever to their claim of infallibility ; but 
when it is taken into the proof — as any prerogatives 
presumed to be contained therein are personal — the legi- 
timate result is to restrict them to individuals— that is, 
granting your own inference to the Roman Pontiffs. The 
infallibility of the Church of Rome cannot, therefore, be 
proved by it, and it is certain it cannot be proved without 
it. Hence, the explanation of this notorious and striking 
fact — the Church of Rome has never yet declared, and I 
do not believe ever will declare, where infallibility is to be 



lity, and all other persons deny its existence. You both 
assert that the criterion of infallibility is either a general 
council or the Pontiff speaking ex cathedra. Others of 
your communion require the union of both these to secure 
it The councils of Basil, Constance, Pisa, and Lateraa 
bear witness to these disputes. 

Mr. G. — But the Church has subsequently decided be- 
tween them ; her list of councils determines which was 
right.* 

Dr. M. — But the existence of the disputes proves it had 
not been settled that the Pontiff, speaking ex cathedra, or 
a general council, did constitute the criterion of infallibi- 
lity. There appears to have been no consent as to tha 
locality of infallibility. You are, I think, chargeable 
justly in this matter with holding a doctrine without having 

that nnlw KnnniHrn Rtw isVa «.«•.< <-l> .—lilnl. njn „. nun iV.«_ *._ ]_^i*. 



found. She has left it an open question. The members that only security for its truth which you profess to admit, 
of her communion are free, in the absence of any official Nor is this -the only instance. You do the same with 
declaration, to oscillate among these conflicting doubts — ! respect to " the Immaculate Conception of the Virgin 
whether the Pope be infallible, or the Church, or the Mary." As yet your Church has not formally pronounced 
union of both. The infallible Church has never yet de- ' upon it. It is well known to have been, for a considerable 
termined where her infallibility can be found. | time after its introduction, the occasion of one of the fierco 

Mr. G. — She has, in her general councils, which '■ disputes between your two great orders of Dominicans and 
declare that they are assembled " by the authority of the Franciscans. You believe that doctrine implicitly now. 
holy Roman See and in the Holy Ghost." (No subsequent authentication can add anything to your 

Dr. M. — This is no answer to the question ; which is belief either of its truth or importance. Here then 
not whether infallibility has been claimed indiscriminately ! again, Roman Catholics, who so boast of infallibility as 
by Pontiffs, or by Councils, which the Church of Rome j the guarantee for truth, are found to believe as firmly 
either receives or rejects. I am not speaking of a claim ' without it as with it. You save Protestants the trouble 
made by Council against Pope, by Pope against Council, of confuting you, for you confute yourselves. My 
or by one Council, with a Pope at its head, against a rival ! former argument was intended to show the indVter- 
Council, headed by its Pontiff. I am asking for a simple ' minuteness of infallibility. This instance shows— you 
decision determining who among these litigants has "the ' furnish the evidence— the inutility of it. While the entira 
right of possession." I want a single authoritative decla- ! absence in early church history of a single instance where 
ration from the Church of Rome localizing infallibility, ! the claim was made and allowed proves the novelty of tha 
determining where it is situated. It is historically true doctrine. 



that Councils have asserted their superiority over a Pope, 
and that Pontiffs have recriminated theirs on Councils. 
Or, to put the objection in another way, Roman Ca- 
tholics profess to take every doctrine from the teaching of 
an infallible tribunal ; but one of their doctrines is — I am, 
at least, so told by almost every Roman Catholic whom I 
ask — that the criterion of infallibility is the confirmation 
of a Council by a Pontiff. Now, what I want to know is, 
where a Council, confirmed by a Pontiff (their own cri- 
terion of infallibility), ever asserted this doctrine — namely, 
that such was the criterion of infallibility.* If you cannot 

the inconvenience of your awkward position, and attempted, clumsily, 
to shade off the difference by stating that ' a prayer was offered dally 
by every member of the Church of Rome for the Pope, and that such 
an amount of grace was asked for, and concentrated upon that one 
point — namely, the Popedom — that it was impossible to conceive he 
conid err.' So much for Catholic unity. 

I do not perceive that Mr. Gretton has established the correctness 



No additional argument having been adduced on this 
part of the subject, the passage — " Thou art Peter," &c., 
then came under discussion. 

Dr. M. — You have already said, Mr. Gretton, that thia 
passage confers infallibility upon St. Peter, and those 
whom you consider as his successors. Upon what prin- 
ciple of interpretation did you make this assortion ? It 
must have been either upon the authority of your Church, 
or upon the universal consent of the Fathers, or upon your 
own judgment. The first of these you cannot use, since 
this would be to assume infallibility in order to prove it. 
The second you cannot allege, since it does not exist. 
The Fathers have been, not only not unanimous in then- 
interpretation of the text, but not one of them, so far as I 
have ever heard, ascribes to it the sense which you do. 
None interpret it as conferring infallibility either upon 
Pontiff or Church. Are you not, then, driven to admit, 
of his ultramontane opinion m print, as he did orally, by the graphic ' what you cannot avoid, the Protestant principle — the use 
portrait he gave ns of Popes Liberius, MarceUinna, and Alexander VL, i of private iudoment directed bu the wooer means of 
whom he described as 'awful,' 'dreadful,' and 'vile characters.' * .• -. ** _■. t. . . V, \ . ., J 



' vile characters,' 

'whose horrible conduct was equivalent to denying Christ' So m- 
fuVbly fallible were those men that, according to Mr. Gretton, they 
outfit to have been hnng, drawn, and quartered lit So much, also, 
for the daily prayer and Its effects to which you referred " 

These statements with respect to the characters of these popes- 
matters, of course, of known history — were drawn out in attempting 
an answer to the following difficulty— What accredited test has an 
ultramontane Roman Catholic for distinguishing when the Pope Bpeaks 
infallibly— what is the authorised (not private opinion) rule for de- 
ciding when the Pope speaks officially or unofficially ? The distinction 
between the office and the Individual who bears it Is intelligible and 
just. Bnt these Roman Catholics who hold the personal infallibility 
and admit, as they must, the monstrous crimes of some among their 
pontiff*, are sometimes not a little perplexed to give an account of 
" the sayings," as well ae " the doings" of their Vicars of Christ The 
gentleman from whose letter I have quoted has, st least, raised a fatal 
objection to Mr. Langdon — unless, indeed, the custom of praying for 
the Pope be as novel as the argument here founded on it; for if 
prayer call down so great an amount of grace as to preserve the 
Pontiff from doctrinal, why not also from practical errors? I notice- 
this because a similar answer avails in a different and important pat t 
of the controversy. It ia well known that one of the great arguments of 
Roman Catholic controversialists for the infallibility of the I'o;.e or 
of the Church (whieh of the two they have not yet decided ) is r't tm the 
words, " Lo, l am with yon always, even unto the end of the »>rld." 
A good answer to this is — If the presence of Christ be, as y.-u assert, 
the guarantee for infallibility, why not likewise for impeccability! 1 
Why do you assume that the preseuce of the Lord secure only sound- 
ness of doctrine, snd not purity of life : the heart is a* important as 
the head. It is evident that the Roman Catholic who makes the d'a- 
tinction in thit pattage, is bound to account f..r it. The flagitious 
lives of some among the Popes is a complete answer, at least, to any 
Roman Catholic who uses tins passage to prove the infallibility of the 
Pontiff. 

* i had selected this criterion as being that almost invariably given. 
The same question Is, however, equally applicable to any of the three 
criteria unsettled up to this day. The simple fact that three such do 
really exist, shows us the difficulty of settling the doctrine, the im- 
possibility of proving i'. It Is some disparagement to infallibility that 
after all, its advocates have recourse to the wiser rule — " In tbe mul- 
titude of oouuaeilors there Is safety." 



regulating its exercise. It seems to me that, at the very 
outset of your attempt to prove infallibility from Scrip- 
ture, you are stopped by the following difficulty :— 
Unless you be infallibly certain that you are right in the 
interpretation of this, or any other text adduced in proof 
of this doctrine, you cannot be infallibly certain of the con- 
clusion. But you cannot be infallibly certain that you aca> 
correct in the interpretation, since for that you must rely 
on human judgment, which you always assert cannot ba 
trusted; therefore, you cannot be infallibly certain of 
the conclusion — that is, your proof of infallibility ia 
fallible, and, therefore, the doctrine itself unproved. 

Again, the Council of Trent binds you never to in- 
terpret Scripture contrary to the unanimous consent of tha 
Fathers, or to the sense which the Church always held. Yet 
there is no unanimous consent of the Fathers on this text, 
nor any unvarying sense of the Church. 

Mr. G. — Protestants always make a foolish blunder 
about " the consent of the Fathers." The Council of Trent 
does not mean to say that every Catholic, before he in- 
terprets a passage of Scripture, is bound to examine the 
folio volumes of the Fathers, amounting to some hundreds. 
But simply that no Catholic is permitted to interpret 
Scripture, on points of faith, contrary to the universal con- 
sent of the Fathers, or the sense which the Chureh has 
always put upon it. Any other meaning is quite absurd. 

Dr. M. — I am quite aware of the explanation you give 
to the words. But there is a convenient ambiguity in 
them which conveys the claim, that you really d"o ahoayt 

* Where is such a list, authorized by the Church of Rome, to be 
found? We showed, in onr October number for 1853, vol. n., p. 116, 
that no snch list exists. - Ed. 
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interpret Scripture according to such consent. And Eoman 
Catholics are continually told, and led to believe, that 
the Fathers are really unanimous upon the passages ad- 
duced in proof of the peculiar doctrine of the Church of 
Borne ; whereas the very reverse is a known historic fact. 
Thus, the celebrated Abbe Launoy proves, by extracts 
from the Fathers, that they held no less than four dif- 
ferent interpretations of the passage, " Thou art 
Peter," &c. 

Mr. G. — The Church has always interpreted the pas- 
sage, as making St. Peter head of the Apostles, and giving 
him the power of the keys— jurisdiction over the whole 
Church of Christ — to him and to his successors. 
(To be continued.) 



IS THE ROMAN CHURCH THE MOTHER AND 
MISTRESS OF ALL CHURCHES? 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 

Sib — I have read with pleasure your leading article, on 
the " Catholic Church," in your last number ; because, 
I think, you have put the question on its real point : for, 
I think, the dispute must turn on that article of the Roman 
creed, that " the Roman Church is the mother and mistress 
of all Churches:" is that true or false? that is the 
question. 

My reason for writing, is this. I remarked that yonr 
Roman Catholic correspondents wrote very clearly about 
the Catholic Church : they would write about that, and 
about nothing else. Now, I hope, they won't drop it, just 
when you bring it to the real point. Is the Church of 
Rome " the mother and mistress of all Churches ?" Surely 
they won't drop the question, just when it comes to that ! 

Dear sir, if you have got a letter from any of them 
about that, then don't mind putting in this letter ; but if 
you have got no letter from any of them, then just put in 
this note to remind them that we are all waiting, now that 
the thing has got to a point, 

Yours, dear sir, 
One that wants to be a tbue Catholic. 

Oct. 10, 1854. 

IS THE PROTESTANT BIBLE A CORRUPT AND 
MUTILATED TRANSLATION OF THE HOLY 
SCRIPTURES?* 

to the editor or the catholic layman. 
Sir — I very much regret to find that you have brought 
to a close your interesting articles on the above important 
subject. You have omitted to notice passages, equally 
interesting and important, bearing on the controversy be- 
tween Protestants and Roman Catholics, with those already 
noticed by you. Permit me to bring before your readers, 
three other texts, which are differently rendered in the two 
translations ; on each of which, important doctrines or 
ecclesiastical usages are founded, and which Protestants 
are accused of perverting for sinister and unholy purposes. 
An omission, on your part to notice these, might be con- 
strued, by some of your lay Roman Catholic readers, into 
a tacit admission of the correctness of the present Roman 
Catholic version. 

I refer to the three texts from John ii. 4, Ephes. v. 32, 
and 1 Cor. xi. 27. 

1. John ii. 4. — The words, Ti fpoi xai aoi, yvvai, 
are rendered, in the Roman Catholic translation, "Woman, 
what is that to me and to thee?" — in the Protestant ver- 
sion, " Woman, what have I to do with thee?" It has 
been argued that Protestants have wandered from a literal 
translation of the words, to adopt another which would 
convey an idea that our Lord desired to rebuke his mother 
for her untimely interference, whereas, if properly ren- 
dered, " it plainly shows that his mother knew of the 
miracle that he was to perform, and that it was at her 
request he wrought it."t 

I may be permitted to observe that it is not a modern 
Protestant notion, that the words of our Lord were uttered 
in reproof. Saint Irenams (A.D. 180) said, in reference 
to his mother's interference, that " the Lord repelled her 
untimely hurrying, said," &c.$ Saint Chrysostom (A.D. 
405) speaks of her " foolish arrogance."|l -And Saint 
Augustine (A.D. 430), in his comment on our Lord's 
address to Mary, said, " His Mother required him to per- 
form a miracle, but he, as it were, does not acknowledge 
his human origin (or others translate the words, viscera 
humana non agnoscit, docs not recognise parental autho- 
rity), when about to effect a Divine work ; as though He 
said, ' To that part of me which works the miracle thou 
didst not give birth.' ' Thon didst not give birth to my 
divinity,' &c. Therefore, because she was not the mother 
of his divinity, that the miracle was about to be performed, 
Heanswered, ' What have I to do with thee ?' "§ And to the 
like effect Saint Cyril of Alexandria (A.D. 400), t and 
others ; and Saint Epiphanius expressly informs us that 

» If our respected correspondent will refer to the Catholic Latman, 
vol. 1., page 117, and vol. ii., page 34, lie will find that we have already 
noticed some of the subjects treated of in this letter ; ihey are, how- 
ever, well worth calling attention to again, and we, therefore, gladly 
insert this letter. 

t Note to Roman Cath. translation. 

t Lib. 111., c IS, pp. 206-2. Edit. Benedict. 
II A-itoioia, vol. vii., page 467. Paris, fol. edit, 1718, and see 
vol. viii., p. 185. .. _ . 

5 Aognstine, vol. Hi., part ii., pages 354, 359, 357, &c. Edit Paris, 
1700. 

T Vol. iv., p. 135, p. 10C4. Paris Edit., 1638. 



our Lord made use of the word " woman'' on this occa- 
sion, " Lest any one should think that the holy (Blessed) 
Virgin was a being of superior excellence."* 

But all this is beside the real question. Docs the Pro- 
testant version give an incorrect or erroneous translation 
of the words of our Saviour ? Fortunately, in the present 
instance, we need not enter into a learned discussion of 
Greek idioms. How have Roman Catholics themselves 
interpreted these very words in other places ? The very 
same words occur eight times in the Septuagint translation 
of the Old Testament, and six times in the original text 
of the New Testament, which the Latin Vulgate, in every 
instance, renders by the same form of expression, " Quid 
mihi et tibi." In every sinyle instance, save the one in 
question (John ii. 4), the Roman Catholic version now in 
use, has " What have I to do with thee " (or you).f 

Now, sir, I think, one may fairly leave this text as 
rendeivl in our Protestant version, until objectors are 
prepared to show that in these fourteen different places 
they have themselves given an incorrect translation of the 
words in question. 

The Roman Catholic Archbishop of Philadelphia, Dr. 
Kenrick, is constrained to admit the correctness of our 
version, and has actually adopted it in his recent trans- 
lation of the New Testament ! 

II. Ephesians v. 32. We know that Roman Catholics 
teach that " marriage " is one of the Seven Sacraments 
instituted by Christ. That marriage is declared in the 
Bible to be a sacrament, we are referred to this text, which 
they render, " This is a great sacrament." The original 
word is uvvrnpiov — literally, mystery — and is so rendered 
in the Protestant Authorized Version. 

We dispose of this point as we did the last. The 
same original Greek is used five other times in this same 
epistle — nay, further, it occurs twenty-two different times in 
the New Testament.! In twenty-one instances the present 
Roman Catholic version renders the word in question as 
we do, " mystery ;" while, in the twenty-second in- 
stance, and in this particular place, for very obvious rea- 
sons, the same word is rendered "sacrament." 

When Roman Catholics are prepared to show that in 
these twenty-one different places they have themselves 
given an incorrect translation, it will be time enough to 
consider the twenty-second. 

What saith a cardinal of this Church ? Cardinal Cajetan 
confesses, in his remarks on this very text — "This is a 
great mystery ; but the learned reader cannot infer from 
thence that marriage is a sacrament ; for he (Paul) said 
not it is a sacrament, but amystery."|| 

And here again Dr. Kenrick has adopted the same trans- 
lation as given in our Authorized Version, in his late 
edition, above referred to, candidly admitting, in a note, 
that he preferred the literal reading.§ 

III. 1 Cor. xi. 27. The Roman Church denies the cup 
to the laity. The first official decree, on this subject, was 
issued by the Council of Constance, A.D. 1414, at the 13th 
session. While admitting that Christ instituted the sa- 
crament under both kinds it declared " that it should be 
received by laymen under the kind of bread only, is to be 
held for a law which may not be refused.^ In all Protes- 
tant Churches the wine, as well as the bread, is given to 
the laity. We act on Scriptural authority. But we are 
charged with the guilt of corrupting a text in Scripture to 
support our system. The text, 1 Cor. xi. 27, is rendered, 
in the present Roman Catholic version — "Wherefore, 
whosoever shall eat this bread or drink the chalice of the 
Lord unworthily." The note observes — " Here erroneous 
translators corrupted the text by putting and drink (con- 
trary to the original jj mvn) instead of or drink." In 
the " Grounds of Christian Doctrine," Dublin, 1838, p. 31, 
we read, "the Protestant translators have evidently cor- 
rupted the text by putting in ' and drink,' instead of ' or 
drink,' as it is in the original." Mr. Waterworth declares 
our rendering to be " a horrid mistranslation" or " no 
translation at all."** 

Griesbach has Jj jrt'vjj, which we translate and drink ; 
modern Roman Catholics, or drink. As establishing or 
confirming a matter of doctrine or custom, it is of little 
consequence which translation we adopt in this text, for in 
both versions, in the verse immediately before and imme- 
tiately after, we have the words and drink. But the ques- 
tion is, arc we Protestants guilty of corrupting the text, 1 
Cor. xi. 27, by substituting and for or? 

1. The Lexicographers, Schleusner and Robert Constan- 
tine (a Roman Catholic) say that j; ^ is sometimes 
used for cat, and. 

2. The Alexandrine and some other Greek manuscripts 
have icnt not rj ; and the Syriac, Coptic iEthiopic and 
three Arabic versions rendered this text as we do now. 

3. But these last may be declared heretical versions, and 



of no authority, then we assert that very many of the 
authorized Roman Catholic editions have and and not or, 
a great many of the oldest vulgate editions included. I 
have myself examined the Paris edition of the Vulgate, 
edited by the Benedictine monks, A.D. 1565, and another 
published in 1573, declared to be "accurate recognita, 
et emendata," &c, and another of 1543, also the Paris 
edition, "ApudRob. Stephanum," 1D27, and the Basil 
edition of John Forben de Hamelburg, 1495, all these I 
can testify have et (and) and not aut (or). 

The following passage is from Blair's letters, on the 
" Revival of Popery"* : — 

" 1st. I find it stated, in page 492, vol. iii., of ' Curse 
Philologicse et Criticaj Wolfi,' 4to., Basil, 1741, that more 
than thirty of the earliest printed editions of the Vulgate 
translations, between the years 1462 and 15C9, have et 
biberit {and shall drink), agreeing with our own version. 
2nd. That the Mjssab, both printed and manuscript copies, 
likewise read et biberit. 3rd. I have myself examined such 
printed editions of the Vulgate Latin as came in my way, 
and have found above fifty of them to contain the same 
rendering of the text. 4th. I have consulted several manu- 
scripts of the Vulgate, some at the British Museum, others 
in the libraries of private individuals, in which I found et 
biberit, &c, not vel or aut biberit. 5th. Some of the very 
oldest translations into German, French, &c., made from 
the Vulgate, by Roman Catholics themselves, agree on the 
disputed passage with ours. 6th. Not merely do the 
printed versions agree, but likewise different manuscripts 
which I examined, and particularly those in French, which 
are founded on the versions of Guiart des Moulias, or on 
the History of Peter Comester, so highly esteemed by the 
schoolmen, &c, before printing was discovered. Among 
the Latin Vulgate editions alluded to, are some of peculiar 
value — for instance, the very first Bible ever printed by 
Faust and Guttenburg, called the Mazarine Bible, about 
A.D. 1450, or soon after, but without date ; the Bible 
executed, with a date, by the next printers, at Metz, 1462 ; 
the celebrated copy in the Polyglott of Cardinal Ximenes, 
with the authority of Pope Leo X. ; the early Bible of 
Eggerstein, about 1468 ; also that with notes of Nicholas 
de Lyra; Peter Comester's Commentary on St. Paul's 
Epistles, written in the middle of the twelfth century ; the 
Bible of the Louvain Doctors ; that of the Paris Divines ; 
the grand Polyglott of Antwerp ; the Bible of the Sala- 
manca University ; and a multitude of others, highly im- 
portant, which it would be tedious to particularize." 

And, lastly, I may add that the same reading as ours is 
to be found in the edition published by Pope Sixtus V., 
or, rather, he adopted the old Vulgate, and he denounced 
his anathema against the roan who should alter it " »n the 
smallest particular ;" notwithstanding this denunciation, 
Pope Clement VIII. subsequently published another 
edition, altered in very many particulars, and among 
them the one in question. 

I do trust that you will permit this subject to be followed 
up, as it is universally admitted to be of the greatest con- 
sequence. A ready answer is at once afforded by this 
means to the virulent attacks made by Roman Catholics 
against our excellent version. 

I remain, sir, your obedient servant, 

C. H. CoLLETTE. 



» F.piph., pages 1056-1061. Paris edit, 1622. 

t The texts are— Judges xi. 12;2 Samuel (2 Kings) xvi. 10, and xix. 
22; Ezra (Esdras) iv. 3; Joel iii. 4 ; Joshua xxii. 24; 1 Kings (iii.) 17, 
18; 2 Kings (iv ) 8,18; Matt viii. 29 ; Luke viii. -28, and iv. 34; 
Mark v. 7, and 1. 24. See Cath. Lat., vol. i. No. 10, p. 117. 

t Mark iv. 11 ; Rom. II. 25, xvi. 26 ; 1 Cor. ii. 7, XV. 51 ; Eph. I. 9, 
Hi. 3, iii. 4, iii. 9, v. 32, vi. 19 ; Col. i. 26, i. »7, iv. 8 ; Col. ii. 2 ; 
2 Thess. ii. 7 ; 1 Tim. iii. 9., 16 ; Rev. i. 20, x. 7, xvii,, 5*7. 

U Non habes ex hoc loco, prudens lector, a Paulo conjuginm esse 
sacramentuin. Non enim nicit, sacramentum, sed mystermm hoc 
magnum est, et veri Ac."— Caj. apud. Chamier. de Sacram, lib. iv., 
cap. iii., torn, iv., p. 149 (p. 140. Paris ed., 1532). 

\ See Catholic Latman, vol. ii., No. 16, p. 43. 

f Labbe and Cost., Cone. Trio., HI., coL 100. Paris, 1672. 

«* Venn's Letters to Waterworth, Hereford, 1845, p. 106. 



ON THE CATHOLIC CHURCH. 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN 

Sir As the month is very far advanced, I shall 

send you only a short letter, that you may be enabled 
to insert it in your next number. 

You praised me in a late number of the Layman 
very highly, because I abstained from vulgar abuse, 
or scurrility and slander, in this discussion with you. 
Indeed, Mr. Editor, I believe that if I had had recourse 
to such ignoble weapons, I would have injured the 
cause which I impotently and unlearnedly espouse. 
My religion, I say it emphatically, requires no such 
arms of defence. For my part, I declare sincerely, if 
I found any Catholic writer arming himself with abuse 
and slander, instead of sober reasoning, against Protes- 
tants, it would startle me extremely, and be apt to 
make me stagger in my faith, especially if I observed 
that the generality of our divines followed that me- 
thod. 

The reason hereof is plain, because everybody that 
has but a grain of common sense knows that misre- 
presentation and abuse are not only the foulest stains 
upon the credit and reputation of any cause, but even 
betray a consciousness in the author that the cause he 
maintains has not a solid foundation of its own to stand 
upon. For if he thought that it could stand firm upon 
its own bottom, he would never hazard the reputation 
of it by employing the most unchristian means to sup- 
port it. Hence it is, that truth being able to maintain 
itself by fair and solid reasoning, not only disdains the 
ordinary little artifices of fallacy and misrepresentation, 
but utterly abhors to receive any assistance from the 
vile hands of falsehood and slander. Whereas lies can 
only be maintained by lies; and there is no surer mark of 
a bad cause than when, instead of standing a fair trial 
of argument and reason, it has recourse to such un- 
warrantable methods for its defence as no man will 

* London, 1819; appendix, pages 250-252. 



